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with fewer than 50 beds, that area has 
to be an area that is designated as a 
rural area. It can’t just be any subur-
ban area or any other type of hospital. 
It has to be a rural hospital in par-
ticular. It has to have a high percent-
age relative to the national average of 
individuals with income below the pov-
erty line. Those hospitals in those loca-
tions could be designated by their 
States as a necessary provider and be 
treated as if they are a critical access 
hospital. What would that do? That 
would be a lifeline for reimbursement 
because now we have some rural hos-
pitals designated as critical access and 
some hospitals that meet all the other 
criteria, but they may be 34 miles away 
from another hospital, so that hospital 
in that county dies while the other 
hospital survives. In my State, we have 
a critical access hospital 34 miles away 
from a hospital across the border in 
Texas, so the hospital in Oklahoma 
can’t get the critical access designa-
tion and can’t survive because 34 miles 
away there is a hospital in another 
State that has the critical access. 

We need the flexibility in our States 
to be able to do this kind of designa-
tion. Senator DURBIN and I have run 
this through a lot of places and a lot of 
people, and we have gotten a lot of 
technical input in it to make sure this 
actually works for our rural hospitals 
and provides not just a short-term sur-
vival through COVID–19 but also pro-
vides long-term stability for them. 
This is the kind of work we should do 
together to make sure we stabilize 
those rural hospitals. They are a life-
line to people in rural America. They 
are a lifeline of employment, and they 
are a stable feature in every commu-
nity. Without them, those commu-
nities dry up because people need ac-
cess to healthcare, and this is the way 
that they can get it. 

I am glad to partner with Senator 
DURBIN on this issue, and it is our hope 
to get this into the next bill dealing 
with COVID–19 in the days ahead. Quite 
frankly, it was our hope to get it into 
the last one—we didn’t get it—and into 
the one before that. Surprisingly 
enough, everyone seems to be nodding 
their heads on both sides of the aisle 
saying: That is a good idea. That will 
be effective. We want to move it from 
‘‘that is a good idea’’ to ‘‘done’’ for the 
sake of rural hospitals across the Na-
tion. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. I thank my colleague 

from Oklahoma. I could not have said 
it any better or more effectively than 
he just did. 

Like Oklahoma, downstate Illinois 
has an area of smaller cities and rural 
towns and smalltown communities. 
Many of them are lucky enough to 
have great hospitals, and they love 
their hospitals. They are not only im-
portant sources of medical care; they 
are a major part of the local economy 
and really are a rallying point for com-

munities. Auxiliaries, volunteers, and 
so many people make these hospitals 
the focal point when you visit these 
communities. They are so proud of 
them. 

Of course, we are worried about what 
this current pandemic is going to do. I 
have had conference calls with leaders 
from almost 120 hospitals across Illi-
nois. I invited Members of Congress in, 
so we had bipartisan exchanges about 
the current state of affairs. One hos-
pital CEO from Crawford County, 
downstate along the Indiana border, 
told me that he used to pay 22 cents for 
a surgical gown, and now he pays be-
tween $11 and $20 for each one. Hos-
pitals are facing limited access to re-
agents, swabs, and supplies that they 
need. The Heroes Act would direct the 
administration to utilize the Defense 
Production Act to help solve that prob-
lem, and I commend Senators MURPHY 
and BALDWIN for their legislation, 
which I am joining, to do the same. 

One of the most profound con-
sequences of the pandemic is the im-
pact on the solvency of these hospitals. 
Across Illinois, rural hospitals are the 
heart and soul of the community; oth-
erwise, people drive literally for hours 
to get medical care, sometimes in 
emergency situations. They are impor-
tant parts of the local economy. We 
think downstate hospitals generate $5 
billion into our State economy each 
year, and I don’t doubt that. 

This pandemic has pushed them to 
the brink. Even prior to this crisis, 
they were facing financial uncertainty. 
Half of rural hospitals were operating 
in the red. One in four were at risk of 
closure. As the Senator from Oklahoma 
mentioned, 120 have closed across the 
Nation in the past decade. 

We have fared a little better in Illi-
nois, but we are worried about the fu-
ture. When a rural hospital closes, not 
only do doctors disappear, but jobs dis-
appear, and businesses struggle to stay. 

The coronavirus pandemic has accel-
erated and compounded the strains we 
face. We believe our Illinois hospitals 
are losing $1.4 billion each month. 
Many, like those near nursing homes 
and meat processing plants, have had 
to expand surge staffing to deal with 
COVID patients. All have been forced 
to cancel outpatient and elective serv-
ices. In Illinois, 70 percent of rural hos-
pital revenues are from outpatient 
services. The same is true in neigh-
boring States like Kentucky. 

Nationwide, rural hospitals have on 
average only 33 days of cash on hand. 
There is an immediate need to sta-
bilize, and that is why we have come up 
with this bipartisan plan. Senator 
JAMES LANKFORD and I have introduced 
a bill called the Rural Hospital Closure 
Relief Act. It is supported by the 
American Hospital Association and the 
National Rural Health Association. It 
would update Medicare’s ‘‘critical ac-
cess hospital’’ designation to provide 
flexibility around the 35-mile distance 
requirement, so more rural hospitals 
would qualify for additional payments 
from the Federal Government. 

We project that six hospitals in Iowa 
and scores more in Illinois, New York, 
and Kentucky would qualify for this fi-
nancial lifeline, securing their sta-
bility. We do it in a restrained, cost-ef-
fective manner by focusing on the hos-
pitals that have faced financial losses 
and are located in areas with a short-
age of healthcare providers. It is com-
mon sense. 

This bipartisan bill is a priority for 
us. We want to make it a priority for 
the Senate, and we hope to do so. We 
know that we have come to this discus-
sion with a good, encouraging con-
versation with Senator GRASSLEY 
today in support of the Iowa Rural 
Health Association. The CEO and lead-
er of the Kentucky Rural Health Asso-
ciation projects that more than 18 
rural hospitals in that State are at 
high risk of closure. We hope to make 
that point very clear to the majority 
leader. Several of them would be 
helped by our legislation. 

With a spike in COVID–19 cases 
across rural America, we have seen 
hospitals reaching capacity, and we 
need to make sure that our hospitals— 
the ones we are talking about in rural 
areas—survive. The health and eco-
nomic toll of this crises demands it. I 
hope that Democrats and Republicans 
in the Senate include this in any bipar-
tisan package. The cost of inaction will 
be disastrous. 

Senator LANKFORD and I were pre-
pared to seek passage of this bill by 
unanimous consent today, but we have 
been encouraged to continue negoti-
ating with our colleagues to see if we 
can make it part of the package—a 
timely part of the package—in the near 
future. I hope that is the case, and we 
will hold off from any unanimous con-
sent request because of that hope. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
H.R. 6 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, last 
month, in a landmark decision, the Su-
preme Court rejected President 
Trump’s effort to repeal deportation 
protections for Dreamers. Those are 
the young immigrants who came to the 
United States as children. 

In an opinion by Chief Justice John 
Roberts, the Court held that President 
Trump’s attempt to rescind DACA, De-
ferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, 
was ‘‘arbitrary and capricious.’’ 

Those were the words of the Court. 
More than a month later, the Trump 

administration has refused to restore 
the DACA Program despite the deci-
sion written by the Chief Justice. The 
administration is now in open defiance 
of the Supreme Court when it comes to 
the DACA Program. The stakes are too 
high, both for the rule of law and the 
lives of these young Dreamers, for us 
to ignore it. Republicans and Demo-
crats in Congress need to come to-
gether to compel the President to im-
mediately comply with the Supreme 
Court mandate. 

On June 4, 2019, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed H.R. 6. In 2019, they 
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passed H.R. 6, the Dream and Promise 
Act. This legislation would give 
Dreamers a path to citizenship, and it 
passed on a strong bipartisan vote. The 
Dream and Promise Act has been pend-
ing in the Senate on the desk of Sen-
ator MCCONNELL for more than a year. 

Last month, I sent a letter signed by 
all 47 Democratic Senators, calling on 
Majority Leader MCCONNELL to imme-
diately schedule a vote on the Dream 
and Promise Act. As of today, Senator 
MCCONNELL has not even replied to this 
letter. Since Senator MCCONNELL re-
fuses to take any action to address the 
plight of these Dreamers, I will ask 
unanimous consent at this point for 
the Senate to pass the bipartisan 
Dream and Promise Act. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
immediate consideration of Calendar 
No. 112, H.R. 6, the American Dream 
and Promise Act; further, that the bill 
be considered read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, 

reserving the right to object, Senator 
DURBIN knows extremely well that 
unanimous consent is trying to get all 
100 Senators to agree on something. 

Senator DURBIN has done remarkable 
work for years advocating on the issue 
of immigration, and he knows excep-
tionally well what a difficult issue this 
is. He has been involved in countless 
debates and negotiations dealing with 
this issue, and there is certainly not 
100 percent agreement on a House bill 
that passed in 2019 on how to solve im-
migration. 

So it is not going to pass. I certainly 
will object in a moment to this. 

This bill far exceeds just dealing with 
DACA. As this body knows very well, 
there were four separate votes dealing 
with immigration in February of 2018. 
At that time, three of those dealt with 
the issue of DACA, and none of those 
actually were able to get 60 votes to be 
able to pass. 

The Trump administration was very 
engaged in those negotiations, and the 
White House itself brought a proposal 
to deal with DACA and multiple other 
issues with immigration. It failed to 
get 60 votes to move it in 2018, and the 
Court at that time swooped it up and 
said they wanted to be able to look at 
it. 

Now 2 years later, the Court finally 
responded, putting it back into the ad-
ministration’s hands and, quite frank-
ly, back into Congress’s hands. 

I will tell you, I wish the Court had 
not engaged in 2018 because there was a 
lot of engagement from the Trump ad-
ministration, from the Senate, and 
from the House to be able to come to a 
point of resolution, but that has to 
begin again with bipartisan negotia-
tions through a very complicated issue. 

President Trump has stated numer-
ous times in public interviews and in 
private conversations that he wants to 
do something to take care of those kids 
in DACA, but that is not what this par-
ticular bill does. This particular bill 
far exceeds just the DACA population. 
In fact, the DACA population is defined 
as the group that was 16 years old and 
in the United States before June 15, 
2017. This bill deals with 18-year-olds in 
the United States just 4 years ago and 
before, greatly increasing the popu-
lation in the conversation. So this is 
not just a DACA conversation; this is a 
much larger bill than just a DACA bill 
in that sense. 

While I do agree we do need to con-
tinue bipartisan conversations—and 
President Trump has expressed a desire 
to engage in that—I think this is some-
thing the White House, the House, and 
the Senate should work out and not try 
to have all 100 Senators agree on some-
thing that comes to the floor today 
that has not gone through the proper 
debate and does not have all three bod-
ies engaged in the process. 

With that, I would object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I re-

gret the fact that the Senator objected. 
I am not surprised, but I understand 
his statement. I do hope that he feels 
as I do that we should be working in a 
bipartisan fashion to find an answer to 
this challenge. 

I have been working on this Dream 
Act for a number of years. Over 780,000 
young people have signed up for DACA, 
and many more are currently eligible, 
and I would like to address their plight 
in just a moment here on the floor. But 
I thank the Senator from Oklahoma for 
the encouraging words to continue this 
effort. It is long past time for us to find 
a bipartisan answer to this situation. 

It was, in fact, 10 years ago when I 
joined with Senator Richard Lugar, a 
Republican from Indiana, on a bipar-
tisan basis to call on President Obama 
to use his legal authority to protect 
Dreamers from deportation. President 
Obama responded by creating the 
DACA Program. DACA provides tem-
porary protection from deportation of 
Dreamers if they register with the gov-
ernment, pay a fee, and pass criminal 
and national security background 
checks. 

I got started on this 20 years ago. I 
know you have to be patient to serve in 
the U.S. Senate, but I am losing my pa-
tience, not for my own plight and situ-
ation but for these young people. We 
know their circumstances. They were 
brought to this country as infants, tod-
dlers, and little kids. They grew up 
here thinking this was home. It was 
home. They went to our schools. They 
pledged allegiance to our flag. They 
counted themselves as just another 
American kid. Then, sometime when 
they were teenagers, mom and dad sat 
down with them and said: We have a se-
rious matter to discuss with you. It 

turns out you are undocumented. Tech-
nically, you are illegal in your pres-
ence in the United States, and let us 
warn you that at any moment you 
could be stopped, arrested, and de-
ported. In fact, they might even drag 
many members of the family along 
with you if that circumstance should 
apply. 

Imagine growing up with that as a 
teenager, with all the things you worry 
about in adolescence, worrying about a 
knock on the door and deportation 
that might drag along other members 
of your family. That is how these kids 
lived. That is how they grew up. 

One of them came to my attention in 
Chicago. Her name is Tereza Lee. 
Tereza came to the United States origi-
nally from Korea through Brazil. She 
came to Chicago with her family on a 
visitor visa at the age of 2. Her family 
stayed. Most of them reached legal sta-
tus, but they never filed any papers for 
Tereza. She didn’t discover until she 
was in high school that she was an un-
documented person in America. 

She just happened to have an ex-
traordinary talent as a musician. She 
signed up for a program known as the 
MERIT Music Program. They taught 
her how to play the piano, which she 
had already started learning. She was 
found so phenomenal that by the end of 
her high school years, her instructor 
said: Why don’t you apply to the great 
music schools of America—Juilliard or 
the Manhattan conservatory of music? 

She started to fill out the application 
with her mom and came to the section 
where it said ‘‘citizenship,’’ and she 
said: What are we supposed to put 
there, Mom? 

And her mom said: I don’t know. We 
better call the office of Senator DUR-
BIN. 

They called us, and we learned for 
the first time of Tereza’s situation. 
Under the law of America, despite the 
fact that this 2-year-old girl who ar-
rived in the United States and now is 
18 years of age—under the laws of the 
United States, she was compelled to 
leave the United States for 10 years 
and apply to come back in. 

How could you do that? She didn’t 
choose to come to this country. She 
didn’t choose not to file for the right 
legal papers. She was the victim of this 
situation. So, on her behalf, I intro-
duced the DREAM Act, and over the 
years, I have tried my level best in 
every way imaginable to pass it and 
make it the law of the land so that 
young people just like her can have a 
chance to earn their way to permanent 
status in the United States and ulti-
mately to citizenship. 

I often fail to tell the end of this 
story, and I want to tell it because 
many people say: What ever happened 
to Tereza Lee? Well, the fact is, she 
was accepted by the Manhattan con-
servatory of music, and these wonder-
ful people in Chicago—including my 
dear friend Joan Harris—said: We will 
pay for her education. She is so good. 

They did it. She finished. She mar-
ried an American Jazz musician and 
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became an American citizen by virtue 
of that decision. They now have three 
children. She just emailed me last 
week. She just got her Ph.D. in music. 
She has performed in Carnegie Hall. 
She is an amazing young woman. She 
was the first Dreamer. 

That is not a unique story. I have 
come to the floor over 100 times and 
told stories just like that of young peo-
ple brought to the United States who 
are remarkable and who could really 
add so much to this country. 

There have been some 800,000 Dream-
ers who have come forward to sign up 
for DACA, the program we discussed 
earlier. DACA, under President Obama, 
by Executive order, unleashed the full 
potential of many of these Dreamers 
for the first time. They could be public 
about their status, go to college, and 
do things they dreamed of. Many of 
them today are contributing to this 
country as soldiers and teachers and 
owners of small businesses and 
healthcare workers. 

More than 200,000 DACA recipients 
are essential, critical, infrastructure 
workers. That is not my term; that is 
a term of the Donald Trump Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. That is 
how they are classified: essential, crit-
ical infrastructure workers; 200,000—a 
fourth of the DACA recipients. Among 
them are 41,700 DACA recipients in the 
healthcare industry—doctors, intensive 
care nurses, paramedics, respiratory 
therapists, and health professionals 
like the one I will talk about in just a 
moment. 

But on September 5, 2017, despite his 
assurances to me and so many others 
that he would take special care of 
these young people, these Dreamers, 
President Trump repealed DACA. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Dreamers faced 
losing their work permits and being de-
ported out of the United States to 
countries they didn’t even remember. 

Federal courts stepped in and ordered 
the Trump administration to continue 
the DACA Program while they resolved 
in court whether the President’s ac-
tions were proper. However, Dreamers 
who have not received DACA protec-
tion have been blocked from applying 
for this protection now for almost 3 
years. For example, children cannot 
apply for DACA until they reach the 
age of 15. The Center for American 
Progress estimates that approximately 
300,000 Dreamers have been unable to 
apply for this program since President 
Trump abolished it—or tried to—on 
September 5, 2017. Fifty-five thousand 
of those young people have turned 15 in 
that period of time. 

Since the Supreme Court decision 
more than a month ago, the Trump ad-
ministration—the Trump administra-
tion—has failed to comply with Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court John 
Roberts’ order rejecting the repeal of 
DACA and requiring the Trump admin-
istration to reopen the program. The 
Trump administration is knowingly 
avoiding and violating the order of this 
Court. 

Two weeks ago, I joined with Senator 
KAMALA HARRIS in leading a letter 
from 33 Senators to the Acting Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, Chad 
Wolf. Our letter called on the Trump 
administration to immediately comply 
with the Supreme Court decision and 
reopen DACA for those who want to 
seek admission or at least protection 
under that program. So far, of course, 
we have not received a response to our 
letter, but that is not unusual with 
this administration. 

Ten days ago, a Federal judge issued 
an order for the Trump administration 
to follow the law and follow the order 
of the Supreme Court and begin accept-
ing new applications for DACA. So ear-
lier today, Acting Secretary Chad Wolf 
of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity finally responded. Here is what he 
said: ‘‘The Department of Homeland 
Security will take action to thought-
fully consider the future of DACA pol-
icy, including whether to fully rescind 
the program.’’ He said: ‘‘In the interim, 
DHS will reject all initial requests for 
DACA.’’ That is in open defiance of the 
order of the Supreme Court in the deci-
sion issued by Chief Justice John Rob-
erts—open defiance by the President 
and his administration. What on Earth 
is this supposed to mean? 

If the Trump administration wants 
to repeal DACA again—and I pray that 
they won’t—they can certainly try, and 
they can see if that action would be ar-
bitrary, capricious, or would somehow 
withstand legal scrutiny. But under 
our system of separation of powers, the 
executive branch of government does 
not get to ‘‘thoughtfully consider’’ 
whether to comply with a Supreme 
Court order for some undefined period 
of time. 

Let’s be clear. The Supreme Court re-
jected the repeal of DACA. That means 
DACA returns to its original status, 
and the Trump administration must re-
open the program, and they must do it 
now. Instead, Mr. Wolf is saying the 
DHS is going to turn away 300,000 
Dreamers eligible for DACA who have 
not had a chance to apply because the 
case has been in court. 

Mr. Wolf claims the administration 
is following the law, but it is notable 
that the Department of Homeland Se-
curity website still features a state-
ment from a DHS official saying the 
Supreme Court’s decision ‘‘has no basis 
in law.’’ 

After the Supreme Court decision, 
President Trump tweeted: ‘‘I have 
wanted to take care of DACA recipi-
ents better than the Do Nothing Demo-
crats, but for 2 years they have refused 
to negotiate.’’ Well, here is the reality, 
and it isn’t the President’s tweet. The 
President has rejected numerous bipar-
tisan deals to protect the Dreamers. 

Take one example—February 15, 2018. 
The Senate considered bipartisan legis-
lation by Republican Senator MIKE 
ROUNDS and Independent Senator 
ANGUS KING. The bill, which included a 
path to citizenship for Dreamers, was 
supported by a bipartisan majority of 

Senators. It failed to reach 60 votes 
that it needed to pass the Senate be-
cause President Trump opposed it. Re-
member when he said that the Demo-
crats were at fault here, that there 
were no bipartisan measures to solve 
the problem? Here was a bipartisan 
measure that he openly opposed. On 
the same day, the Senate voted on the 
President’s immigration proposal. The 
Trump plan failed by a bipartisan ma-
jority of 39 to 60. 

Over the years, I have come to the 
floor of the Senate many times to tell 
the stories of Dreamers. These stories 
tell the whole story, as far as I am con-
cerned, as to what is at stake with the 
future of DACA and the Dream Act. 

Let me tell you the story today 
about this young man, Juan Alvarez— 
125th Dreamer—whom I have come to 
the floor to introduce to the Senate 
and the people who are watching. 

He came to the United States from 
Mexico at 3 years of age and grew up in 
Compton, CA. A great student. From a 
young age, he wanted to get involved 
in healthcare, but because of his immi-
gration status—undocumented—he was 
unable to attend medical or nursing 
school. Instead, he went to the Cali-
fornia State University in Long Beach, 
where he completed a bachelor of 
science degree in nutrition and dietet-
ics. Today, thanks to DACA, Juan is 
working as a dietitian at an acute care 
hospital in Los Angeles. 

He sent me a letter, and here is what 
he said: 

I never imagined that I would be able to 
work in the field that I love and am pas-
sionate about—but thanks to DACA, that 
was made possible. Simply said, DACA has 
opened doors for me that I once thought 
were bolted shut and completely out of 
reach. 

Now, Juan Alvarez is on the frontline 
of the coronavirus pandemic. He is part 
of this hospital’s critical care team 
treating patients with coronavirus. 
Juan’s role is to ensure that patients 
receive adequate nutrition during their 
hospital stay so they survive. Here is 
what he said about this experience: 

I am in constant fear of being infected and 
then infecting my family. But as an essential 
healthcare worker, I continue to show up to 
work and put myself at risk so that I can 
continue to serve my patients. While I do it 
to continue to help my patients and make 
sure that they are well nourished and strong 
enough to fight off the virus, I cannot set 
aside how worried I am myself. 

I want to thank Juan Alvarez for his 
service. He is an immigrant health 
hero. He is a DACA health hero. He is 
putting himself and his family at risk 
to save the lives of other Americans. 
He shouldn’t have to worry about 
whether he is going to be deported. 

Will America be a stronger country if 
we tell him to leave or if we send him 
back to Mexico, which he doesn’t even 
remember, or if we allow him to be-
come a citizen and to use his skills and 
education and training to continue to 
help others? I think the answer is 
clear. 

Juan and hundreds of thousands of 
other Dreamers are counting on those 
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of us who serve in the Senate to solve 
this crisis that President Trump has 
created. 

I am sorry there was an objection to 
the Dream and Promise Act today. So 
long as I am a U.S. Senator, I will con-
tinue to come to this floor day after 
day, week after week, and month after 
month until the Senate gives Juan Al-
varez a chance to become part of Amer-
ica’s future. It would be an American 
tragedy to deport this wonderful and 
talented young healthcare worker who 
is literally saving lives as we meet 
today in the Senate. 

We must ensure that Juan and hun-
dreds of thousands of others in our es-
sential workforce are not forced to stop 
when the need for their service has 
never been greater. We must give them 
the chance they deserve to become part 
of the American family. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. CRAMER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

REMEMBERING JOHN LEWIS 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 
today I rise to honor a leader, a fight-
er, and a hero: Congressman John 
Lewis. 

A few years ago, I was fortunate 
enough to travel to Selma, AL, with 
Congressman Lewis to commemorate 
‘‘Bloody Sunday,’’ when the then 25- 
year-old activist helped to lead 600 peo-
ple across the Edmund Pettus Bridge. 

At the end of the bridge, the march-
ers were attacked with billy clubs and 
tear gas. Congressman Lewis’s skull 
was fractured. He bore the scars until 
the day he died. 

And that weekend, 48 years later, the 
White police chief of Montgomery 
handed his police badge to Congress-
man Lewis and publicly apologized for 
the police not protecting him and the 
Freedom Marchers. 

Forty-eight years is a long time for 
an apology, and it only happened be-
cause Congressman Lewis never quit 
fighting for progress, for civil rights, 
for economic justice, and for voting 
rights for every single American. 

It was because of that spirit of per-
sistence and resilience that I will al-
ways be in awe of Congressman John 
Lewis. 

He never lost his faith that this 
country could be better, if only we put 
in the work. He never gave up on jus-
tice. He never stopped marching to-
ward freedom. 

John Lewis was born to share-
croppers in the Jim Crow South and 
dedicated his life to the civil rights 
movement. 

As one of the original 13 Freedom 
Riders, he took on segregation. Despite 
being met by angry mobs, beatings, 
and arrests, Congressman Lewis didn’t 
give up. 

Wise beyond his years, he was the 
youngest speaker at the 1963 March on 
Washington, which he also helped to 
organize. His words from that day have 
become a rallying cry for all those 
seeking equality. As Congressman 
Lewis explained, ‘‘To those who have 
said, ‘Be patient and wait,’ we must 
say that we cannot be patient. We do 
not want our freedom gradually but we 
want to be free now.’’ 

In 1964, he coordinated efforts for the 
‘‘Mississippi Freedom Summer,’’ re-
cruiting college students from around 
the country, including Minnesota, to 
join the movement to register Black 
voters across the South. 

And still, he was far from done. In 
1986, Congressman Lewis became the 
second African-American to be elected 
to Congress from Georgia since Recon-
struction, propelled by the same Black 
voters he had helped to empower and 
mobilize. 

Once in Congress, John Lewis never 
stopped fighting, for voting rights, for 
basic human rights like healthcare, 
and for a more just and equal America. 

There are so many reasons that we 
will miss him dearly, his unwavering 
persistence being just one. But now, it 
is up to us. To honor his life and carry 
on his legacy, we must not quit. So 
let’s pass the John Lewis Voting 
Rights Advancement Act, and let’s all 
try and get in some good trouble. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO JAMES ‘‘RUSTY’’ 
MITCHELL 

∑ Ms. MCSALLY. Madam President, in 
the words of entrepreneur Henry Ford, 
‘‘coming together is a beginning, stay-
ing together is progress, and working 
together is success.’’ As you and I 
know all too well, the role of a medi-
ator presents unique challenges. From 
negotiating contracts to facilitating 
dialogue among parties, very few have 
the skillset and dedication to produce 
favorable results. 

Today, I am here to honor a man who 
exemplifies the qualities of a true lead-
er and innovator: James ‘‘Rusty’’ 
Mitchell, the director of the Commu-
nity Initiatives Team at Luke Air 
Force Base in Arizona. Mr. Mitchell 
will be retiring this month after over 
39 years of government service to our 
country. 

Upon completion of his under-
graduate degree at the University of 
Southern California as an ROTC cadet, 
Mr. Mitchell was commissioned in 1976 
to attend pilot training at the old Wil-
liams Air Force Base, which has a near 
and dear place to my heart, as I also 
attended it. 

The culmination of an impressive 22- 
year USAF career as the commander of 

the 21st Squadron, 56th Fighter Wing 
at Luke, he retired in 1998 as a lieuten-
ant colonel with multiple honors, in-
cluding the Defense Meritorious Serv-
ice Medal; the USAF Meritorious Serv-
ice Medal, with three oakleaf clusters; 
and the Air Force Commendation 
Medal. 

After 3 years as a pilot with United 
Airlines, Mr. Mitchell returned to Luke 
to take the lead as the director of the 
newly created Community Initiatives 
Team, CIT. Working with all 14 juris-
dictions around the air base, as well as 
the State of Arizona, Mr. Mitchell and 
his team took into account the inter-
ests of various stakeholders in the 
State, the Federal Government, and 
the local community. The results were 
beyond favorable. His team’s efforts 
transformed the entire community. 

CIT’s first-class work on the Stra-
tegic Basing process led to the USAF 
selecting Luke to serve as the F–35A 
training site, which brought 144 F–35s 
and significant investments to the 
base. Through initiatives such as the 
FAA’s approval of a Special Air Traffic 
Rule, which enhanced safety and re-
duced flying hour costs, Mr. Mitchell 
and his team have truly shown how es-
sential their role has been. There is no 
question that this work strengthened 
the Maricopa Area’s ties to Luke AFB. 

Under Mr. Mitchell’s leadership, CIT 
is now one of the country’s best exam-
ples of how to bring community lead-
ers, military families, and base leader-
ship together. The outcome has all 
three of these groups rallying around 
one shared mission: to support the 
base’s military personnel and readi-
ness. As a Valley resident for more 
than 25 years himself, Mr. Mitchell’s 
firsthand understanding has allowed 
him to personally address key issues at 
the base and in his community. His fre-
quent appearances at city council 
meetings and active involvement in 
the broader community truly highlight 
his unwavering dedication to building 
bridges between Luke AFB and the 
public. 

I would like to thank Lt. Col. (ret.) 
James ‘‘Rusty’’ Mitchell for his many 
years of service to our Nation, Luke 
AFB, and the Arizonans who call his 
community home. I have personally 
witnessed the many tremendous 
changes Rusty has made for Luke Air 
Force Base and the surrounding com-
munity. We will all be better off be-
cause of his selfless and tireless efforts. 
He will be sorely missed, and I wish 
him all the best in his retirement.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Roberts, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
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